405. Mukunda Rao was the owner of Hotel Mamatha. He was
aged about 30 years. He was found guilty of the offence under
Section 16(1) r/w. Sec. 7 of the Prevention of Food Adulteration
Act, 1954r for selling adulterated ice-cream and for using colours
which were not permitted, and he was convicted for the said
offence. When questioned as to the sentence, the accused has
submitted an application requesting the court to release him
under Probation of Offenders Act or under Section 360 Cr.P.C.
Can the Court release him under either of the above provisions?

! Under Section 20-A A of the Prevention of Food Adulteration
Act, 1954, nothing contained in the Probation of Offenders
Act, 1958 or Section 360 of the Code of Criminal Procedure,
1973, shall apply to a person convicted of an offence under
the Food Adulteration Act unless that person is under eighteen
years of age. As the accused in the above case is aged 30 years,
he is not entitled to claim the benefits of Probation of
Offenders Act or Sec. 360 of the Code of Criminal Procedure.
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THE PRISONERS (ATTENDANCE IN COURTS)
ACT, 1955

(Act No.32 of 1955)

406. Issuance of a commission for the examination of a person
confined in a prison

406. Padmanabha Rao has agreed to sell his house site
measuring 300 square yards to Narayana Rao for a sum of
Rs. 60,0007- and Narayana Rao has paid Rs. 10,000/- as
advance of sale consideration and it is agreed that the balance of
sale consideration shall be paid within 3 months and a regular
sale deed shall be registered. With these terms, Padmanabha Rao
has also executed an agreement of sale, scribed by Malleswara
Rao and attested by two other persons. Subsequently, Padmanabha
Rao has resiled from the agreement and refused to receive the
balance of sale consideration offered by Narayana Rao and also
refused to register the sale deed. Thereupon, Narayana Rao has

309